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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1, 3-5 and 7 are presented for examination. Applicant filed a response 
(RCE) on 10/24/2008, amending independent claims 1 and 5. New grounds of 
rejections necessitated by applicant's amendments are set forth in detail below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 , 3-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. More specifically, independent Claims 1 and 
5 teach the limitations "incurring charges associated with each such transaction," and 
"automatically deducting an amount equal to the total amount of said charges." It is 
unclear whether "the total amount of said charges" refers to the total amount of a single 
transaction or the total amount of multiple transactions. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1, 3-5, 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bucci 
(US 6,786,400) in view of Konya (5,937,396) further in view of Kobayashi (US 
2002/008301 1 A1) and further in view of Official Notice (as evidenced by in re Venner, 
1 20 USPO 1 92, 1 94; 262 F2d 91 (CCPA 1 958)). 

As per Claims 1, 5 

Bucci ('400) discloses, 

a consumer depository account (checking account) maintained by a first (second) 
financial institution holding funds on behalf of said consumer, see Fig 3 (345, 
350) and column 2, lines 6-9. 

a payment card (multifunctional card) for conducting two or more transactions 
and incurring charges associated with each such transaction, said card being 
issued to said consumer by a second (first) financial institution, see column 2, 
lines 2- 9. (conduct at least one transaction/conduct at least one other 
transaction = two or more transactions) 

said card further being linked to said depository account (checking account) 
maintained at said first institution for covering said charges, see column 2, lines 
6-14 and column 4, lines 20-23. 

Bucci ('400) does not specifically disclose automatically deducting from said 
depository account periodically an amount equal to the total amount of said 
charges. Konya ('396) teaches the amount of the transaction is deducted from 
depository account, see column 1 , lines 37-41 . Kobayashi ('01 1 ) teaches 
transaction amount is deducted from bank account of the purchaser on a monthly 
or a transaction basis, see paragraph 0130. Official Notice is taken that is it old 
and well known in the art to make a manual process automatic, (see in re 
Venner, 120 USPO 192, 194; 262 F2d 91 (CCPA 1958). Bucci, Konya and 
Kobayashi are all directed toward transferring funds from accounts. Therefore, 
the Examiner asserts that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Bucci's invention to include 
automatically deducting from said depository account periodically an amount 
equal to the total amount of said charges. One of the ordinary skill in the art 
would be motivated to do so, for the benefit of saving time and preventing late 
payment. 

As per Claims 3, 7 

Bucci ('400) further discloses a credit limit is associated with said card, which 
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limit is reduced based on said charges, and refreshed automatically as a function 
of said deducting means, see column 1 1 , lines 4-5. (It is inherent that credit card 
has a credit limit and the limit (the amount you are allowed to spend) is reduced 
every time you use it to purchase something. It is also inherent that credit card 
limit is refreshed automatically every month) 



Claims 4, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bucci (US 
6,786,400) in view of Konya (5,927,396), Kobayashi (US 2002/008391 1 A1) and further 
in view of Official Notice, as applied to Claims 1 and 5 above, and further in view of 
Weissman (US 6,353,81 1) 

As per Claims 4, 8 

Bucci ('400) does not specifically disclose billing means operated by said second 
financial institution for periodically informing said consumer of said charges made 
on the card and of the amount received from said consumer depository account 
to cover said charges. Weissman ('81 1) teaches billing means (billing statement) 
operated by said second financial institution for periodically informing said 
consumer of said charges made on the card and of the amount received from 
said consumer depository account to cover said charges, see Abstract of 
Weissman (lines 17-22) and Fig 2A. Therefore, the Examiner asserts that it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bucci's invention to include billing means operated 
by said second financial institution for periodically informing said consumer of 
said charges made on the card and of the amount received from said consumer 
depository account to cover said charges. One of ordinary in the skill would be 
motivated to do so, for the benefit of allowing customers to keep track of the 
balance and avoiding over-spending. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHIA-YI LIU whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1573. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur alternating Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TOM DIXON can be reached on (571) 272-6803. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3696 Examiner 

Art Unit 3696 



